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DETAILED ACTION 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

1 . The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 1 02 that form the 
basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed pubhcation in this or a foreign country or in public use or on 
sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of apphcation for patent in the United States. 

2. Claims 1-4 and 12-22 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by 
Agulnick, et al. (5,347,295). 

With regard to claim 1, a method of triggering handwriting recognition (See for example, 
Fig. 44)^ the method comprising: determining that a pen has moved up from an inking position to 
a non-inking position, i.e., the lifting of the pen from the surface, determining that the pen has 
moved from inside a handwriting-recognition task area to outside of the handwriting-recognition 
task area, i.e., the departure of the stylus from proximity to the display's surface, and triggering 
handwriting recognition for handwriting entered in the handwriting-recognition task area, i.e., 
underlined sections, based upon determining that th? pen has moved both up from the inking 
position into the non-inking position and from inside to outside of the handwriting-recognition 
task area (See for example, col. 17, lines 48-60; and col. 3, lines 41-66). 

With regard to claim 2, the method of claim 1, wherein determining that the pen has 
moved from inside to outside of the handwriting-recognition task area ftirther comprises: 
tracking a location of the pen while the pen is in the non-inking position and is separated from a 
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writing surface by a distance that is greater than zero and less than or equal to a maximum 
trackable distance (See for example, col. 17, lines 48-50; and col. 9, lines 1-6). 

With regard to claim 3, the method of claim 1, further comprising: inhibiting 
handwriting-recognition triggering when the pen is in the inking position (Although Agulnick 
does not use the exact language in the claim, the description stated at col 17, lines 52-58 is in 
fact inhibits the activation of handwriting recognition while the user is writing, and the only time 
the handwriting recognition is triggered is when the user Hfts the pen from the surface). 

With regard to claim 4, the method of claim 1, further comprising: triggering handwriting 
recognition if the pen remains in a non-inking position for longer than a handwriting- 
recognition-trigger timeout duration (which reads on col. 17, Unes 52-58). 

With regard to claim 12, a computer system that accepts handwritten input, the system 
comprising: a pointing device, i.e., stylus, a writing surface, i.e., display surface, that tracks a 
location of the pointing device while the pointing device is less than or equal to a maximum- 
trackable distance away from the writing surface, i.e., departure of the stylus from proximity to 
the display's surface (See for example, Fig. 1, col. 9, lines 1-6; col. 17, lines 48-50); a 
handwriting-recognition-trigger module that receives pointing-device-location, i.e., movement 
occurred by the stylus while the user is writing on the surface, data and triggers handwriting 
recognition when the received pointing-device-location data indicates that the pointing device 
has gone, i.e., departed, from inside to outside of a handwriting task area and has transitioned 
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from an inking orientation writing surface to a non-inking orientation, i.e., lifting the pen (See 
for example, col. 17, lines 48-60; and col. 3, lines 41-66). 

With regard to claim 13, the system of claim 12 wherein: the pointing device is selected 
from the group consisting of: a pen, a mouse, and a trackball; and the writing surface is a writing 
surface of a digitizer (See for example, Fig. 1). 

With regard to claim 14, the system of claim 13 wherein: the digitizer detects when the 
pen is farther away from the digitizer than the maximum-trackable distance; and the 
handwriting-recognition-trigger module triggers handwriting recognition upon receiving an 
indication that the digitizer has detected that the pen is farther away from the digitizer than the 
maximum-trackable distance (Which reads on col 9, lines N6; and col. 17, lines 48-58). 

With respect to claim 15, claim 12 encompasses the limitation of this claim, and thus 
arguments presented above for claim 12 are not repeated herein, but are incorporated by 
reference. As to a computer-readable medium containing computer-executable instructions 
for triggering handwriting recognition (See for example, Fig. 3, and the computerized form 
shown in Fig. 44). 

With regard to claim 16, the computer-readable medium of claim 15 containing fixrther 
computer-executable instructions for performing steps comprising: not triggering handwriting 
recognition when handwriting is not present in the first handwriting-recognition task area, 
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Agulnick, et al activates or triggers the handwriting recognition upon completion of one or 
more entries in the underlined sections shown in FIG. 44, for example. 

With regard to claim 17, the computer-readable medium of claim 15 containing further 
computer-executable instructions for performing steps conqDrising: upon determining that the pen 
has transitioned to the non-inking state, activating a handwriting-recognition-timeout period that, 
upon elapsing, triggers handwriting recognition (which reads on col. 17, lines 52-58). 

With regard to claim 18, The computer-readable medium of claim 15 containing further 
computer-executable instructions for performing steps comprising: upon determining that the pen 
is down in an inking state, inhibiting triggering handwriting recognition for the first handwriting 
recognition area while the pen remains in the inking state (Although Agulnick does not use the 
exact language in the claim, the description stated at col. 17, lines 52-58 is in fact inhibits the 
activation of handwriting recognition while the user is writing, and the only time the handwriting 
recognition is triggered is when the user lifts the pen from the surface). 

With respect to claim 19, claim 12 encompasses the limitation of this claim, and thus 
arguments presented above for claim 12 are not repeated herein, but are incorporated by 
reference. As to a computer-readable medium containing computer-executable instructions 
for triggering handwriting recognition (See for example, Fig. 3, and the computerized form 
shown in Fig, 44). 
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Claims 20, 21, and 22 are respectively rejected the same as claims 16, 17 and 18. Thus, 
arguments analogous to those presented above for claims 16, 17, and 18 are equally 
applicable to claims 20, 21, and 22. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §103 

3. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

4. Claims 5-1 1 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Agulnick, et 
al. (5347,295). 

With regard to claim 5, Agulnick, et al. Discloses a system that triggers handwriting 
recognition (See for example, Figs. 1 & 44), the system comprising: a pen-down event, i.e., 
writing on the surface while the stylus is in contact with the surface, lifting the stylus the stylus 
from the display/writing surface, handler that sets an inking, i.e., writing, (flag) to indicate that 
inking has started in a handwriting-recognition task area, i.e., underlined sections, upon a pen- 
down event occurring in a core task area of the handwriting-recognition task area; a pen-up 
event, i.e., Ufting the stylus from the display/writing surface, handler that (clears) the inking flag 
to indicate that inking is not in progress upon occurrence of a pen-up event, and a pen-movement 
event handler that, while the inking flag is cleared and upon a pen-movement event occurring, 
triggers handwriting recognition upon determining that a pen has moved outside of the 
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handwriting-recognition task area, i.e., the departing of the stylus from proximity to the display 
surface (See for example, col. 17, lines 48-60; and col. 3, lines 41-66). 

Although Agulnick, et al. does not expressly provide an inking flag to indicate that inking 
has started and clearing the flag to indicate that inking is not in progress upon occurrence of a 
pen-up event, it would have been an obvious matter of design choice to modify the movement 
made by the stylus by having an inking flag and clearing the flag (what this means is that, 
whenever the stylus is in contact the recognizer will know that writing is not complete and when 
the stylus is lifted the recognizer will know writing is complete as taught in Agulnick, et al (See 
for example, Fig. 44)) to trigger the handwriting recognition, since no new or unexpected results 
are seen to be attained by providing the inking flag and clearing the inking flag, and it appears 
that the events (pen-lift and pen-down) generated by the movement of the stylus would equally 
indicate when the inking/writing is started and when the inking/writing is completed so as to 
activate the handwriting recognition. 

With regard to claim 6, the system of claim 5, wherein the pen-movement-event handler 
does not trigger handwriting recognition when handwriting is not present in the handwriting- 
recognition task area, Agulnick, et al activates or triggers the handwriting recognition upon 
completion of one or more entries in the underlined sections shown in FIG. 44, for example. 

With regard to claim 7, the system of claim 5, wherein the pen-up event handler activates 
a handwriting-recognition-timeout period that, upon elapsing, triggers handwriting recognition 
(which reads on col. 17, lines 52-58). 
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With regard to claim 8, the system of claim 5, wherein the pen-down event handler 
inhibits triggering of handwriting recognition while inking is in progress in the handwriting- 
recognition task area (Although Agulnick does not use the exact language in the cl^m, the 
description stated at col. 17, lines 52-58 is in fact inhibits the activation of handwriting 
recognition while the user is writing, and the only time the handwriting recognition is triggered is 
when the user lifts the pen from the surface). 

Claim 9 is rejected the same as claim 5. Thus, argument analogous to that presented 
above for claim 5 is equally applicable to claim 9. As to triggers handwriting recognition 
upon determining that the pen is up and has moved outside of the handwriting-recognition 
task area, apphcants' attention is invited to coL 17, lines 48-58). 

Claims 10 and 1 1 are rejected the same as claims 6 and 7. Thus, arguments analogous to 
those presented above for claims 6 and 7 are equally applicable to claims 10 and 1 1 . 

Conclusion 

5. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to applicant's 
disclosure. US Patent Numbers: 5633952, 5848187, 5926567, and 5991441. 

6. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to DANIEL G. MARIAM whose telephone number is 571-272- 
7394, The examiner can normally be reached on M-F (7:00-4:30) FIRST FRIDAY OFR 
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If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, BHAVESH M. MEHTA can be reached on 571-272-7453. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Statixs information for unpublished 
appUcations is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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